

1 Application No. 


Applicant(s) 




Interview Summary 


10/611,507 


BADDING ET AL. 




Examiner 


Art Unit 






Keith Walker 


1745 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 
C\) Keith Walker 
(2) Svetlana Z Short 



(3) . 

(4) . 



Date of Interview: 09 November 2004 

Type: aM Telephonic b)D Video Conference 
c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes 
If Yes, brief description: . 



2)D applicant's representative] 
e)BJ No. 



Claim(s) discussed: 1-22 . 
Identification of prior art discussed: no. 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)El was reached. g)Q was not reached. h)D N/A. 

fJiS 06 ° f ' nte ^ ieW indUding descri P tion of th e general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached or any other comments: Telephone intervie w to discuss an Fier. t ion/Restrir.tinn g»J™™i™n^rr 
res need and Claims 10-16 were ele^Tto be orosec.ut.ri the selection nf 7irr.nn ium es ZL JJJ Zl Z 
details of the i nterview are discussed in the office action «> »w species, i-unner 

(A fuller description if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owab e, ,f ava able, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would rende th c aims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

"S^S^IS^U^F^ to the last off,ce action must incl ude THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 

^,wi?, V A EW - (See MPEP Sect,on 71 3 04 )- lf a reply to the last Office action has already been filed APPLICANT i«? 
FORM WH E S DATE OF^S^'^SSSS? 

Sum™™ o RonorH n If t ' ' LE A 0F THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 

bummary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Examiner's signature, if required 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20041109 



I. 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

^^^^^^^ — e — - 3- - an ap^on muSt be m aCe or record in the 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

All h.iQinpcc wi th #h« d^« + t j r\a- 37 CFR §1 2 Busin ess to be transacted in writing. 

examun. dam. the Fom, Mould be mailed promptly a.eothe hM, ,alh.,than w«h Z™« S7o™«i» 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (mav be bv 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

should ho 'litH 65 .^ b ' e that J h f .f a ,"! iner ° ra " y remind ,he applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 
„n£i? E? h0W6Ver ' ^ the lnterview Summary Form wi " not normal| y be considered a complete and proper n^M^£k!£S^' 

a*5£ -of ^.hein?^ie S w PPlemented ^ " "" to *»* a " ° f the W**5a ite ™ -MS SZ^t 

^A°K Pl f ! and PraP 6 ", recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items 
1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted aPP"caDie items. 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) KiS^ ° f 3 SUbStamiVe " a,Ure diSCUSSed ' U " less *«• - bribed on the 

5) a bnef identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arouments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the pri5K,£S made She 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant ma? desire to ImSsize and fu lv 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) em P nas,2e an ° ™t 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7> SxaSer ** 9enera ' reSU ' tS °* ° f the ' MeW UnleSS already described in tne lnterview Summary Form completed by 

accurate. fh=^ »* — * « compiete and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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